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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this instrument is to assist course
designers to achieve consensus on the development of instructional
objectives written at informational ard planning levels. By
evaluating each objective in termas of specificity, relevance,
instructional context, and taxonomic location, faculty may achieve
improved communication of their intent and the meaning of their
instructional objectives. (Author)
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Course Design Instrument No. 1: Instructional Objectives .7 oiica wsona moriure
(RKR: April 1973) P R
The purpose of this instrument is to assist course designers to
achieve consensus on the development of instructional objectives
written at informational and planning levels.] By evaluating each
objective in terms of specificity, relevance, instructional context,
and taxonomic location, faculty may achieve improved communication of

their intent and the meaning of their instructional objectives.

Steps

1. ldentify the course number (upper left corner of Form 1).

2. ldentify each objective by number and by its key words.
Complete (long) objectives may need to be distributed
on separate pages.

3. Indicate communication level of each instructional objec-
tive: informational or planning.! A planning objective
is less general, more specific, than an informatioral ob-
Jective.

4. Indicate degree of relevance by circling the appropriate
number on a scale of 1 (low) to 3 (high) relevance.

5. Indicate appropriate modes of instruction by placing a
check under the applicable categories.

6. Indicate taxoncmic location by a number referriqg to the
cognitive, affective, or psychomotor taxonomies.

]R. J. Kibler, L. L. Barker, and D. T. Miles, Behavioral Objectives
and Instruction, pp. 20-23.

2Taxonomies associated with Benjamin S. Bloom (1956), David R.
Krathwohl (1964), and Anita J. Harrow (1972) respectively are suggested.
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